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items in accordance embodiments of the invention are dis-
closed. In one embodiment of the invention, a method for
determining categories for a set of source data includes
obtaining a set of source data, determining a plurality of
subsets of the source data, where a subset of the source data
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data, generating a set of pairwise annotations for the pieces of
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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR THE
DISTRIBUTED CATEGORIZATION OF
SOURCE DATA

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

The current application claims priority to U.S. Provisional
Patent Application No. 61/648,965, titled “Crowdclustering”
to Gomes et al. and filed May 18, 2012 and U.S. Provisional
Patent Application No. 61/663,138, titled “Method for Com-
bining Human and Machine Computation for Classification
and Regression Tasks” to Welinder et al. and filed Jun. 22,
2012. The disclosures of U.S. Provisional Patent Application
Nos. 61/648,965 and 61/663,138 are hereby incorporated by
reference in their entirety.

STATEMENT OF FEDERAL FUNDING

This invention was made with government support under
Grant No. 1I1S0413312 awarded by the National Science
Foundation and under Grant No. N00014-06-1-0734 and
Grant No. N00014-10-1-0933 awarded by the Office of Naval
Research. The government has certain rights in the invention.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention is generally related to data ¢ and
more specifically the distributed categorization of sets of
data.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Amazon Mechanical Turk is a service provided by Ama-
zon.com of Seattle, Wash. Amazon Mechanical Turk provides
the ability to submit tasks and have a human complete the task
in exchange for a monetary reward for completing the task.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Systems and methods for the crowdsourced clustering of
data items in accordance embodiments of the invention are
disclosed. In one embodiment of the invention, a method for
determining categories for a set of source data includes
obtaining a set of source data using a distributed data catego-
rization server system, where a piece of source data includes
source data metadata describing attributes of the piece of
source data, determining a plurality of subsets of the source
data using the distributed data categorization server system,
where a subset of the source data includes a plurality of pieces
of source data in the set of source data, generating a set of
pairwise annotations for the pieces of source data in each
subset of source data using the distributed data categorization
server system, where a pairwise annotation indicates when a
first piece of source data in a pair of pieces of source data in
the subset of source data is similar to a second piece of source
data in the pair of pieces of source data, clustering the set of
source data into related subsets of source data based on the
sets of pairwise labels for each subset of source data using the
distributed data categorization server system, and identifying
a category for each related subset of source data based on the
clusterings of source data and the source data metadata for the
pieces of source data in the group of source data using the
distributed data categorization server system.

In another embodiment of the invention, determining cat-
egories for a set of source data further includes generating a
taxonomy based on the identified categories and the set of
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source data using the distributed data categorization server
system, where the taxonomy includes relationships between
the identified categories and the pieces of source data in the
set of source data.

In an additional embodiment of the invention, a category in
the taxonomy includes one or more attributes of the pieces of
source data associated with the category in the taxonomy.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining categories for a set of source data further
includes iteratively identifying sub-categories for at least one
identified category based on the pieces of source data associ-
ated with the identified category using the distributed data
categorization server system.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention, the
at least one identified category is selected based on the
attributes of the pieces of source data associated with the
identified category and the identified sub-categories include
at least one attribute from a piece of source data associated
with the sub-category that is not present in the identified
category.

Inyet still another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining categories for a set of source data further
includes generating instruction data using the distributed data
categorization server system, where the instruction data
describes the attributes of the pieces of the source data that
should be used in generating the set of pairwise annotations.

Inyet another embodiment of the invention, the instruction
data is generated based on the attributes of the pieces of
source data in the set of source data.

In still another embodiment of the invention, generating a
set of pairwise annotations for the pieces of source data in
each subset of source data using the distributed data catego-
rization server system is based on data characterization
device metadata, where the data characterization device
metadata describes anticipated annotations based on the
pieces of source data.

Inyet still another embodiment of the invention, clustering
the set of source data into related subsets of source data
further includes generating a model including a set of points
representing the pieces of source data in a Fuclidian space
using the distributed data categorization server system and
clustering the set of points within the Euclidian space based
on the set of pairwise annotations using the distributed data
categorization server system.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining categories for a set of source data further
includes estimating the number of clusters within the Euclid-
ian space using the distributed data categorization server sys-
tem.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining a plurality of subsets further includes determin-
ing a subset size using the distributed data categorization
server system, where the subset size is a measure of the
number of pieces of source data assigned to a subset and
deterministically allocating the pieces of source data to the
determined subsets using the distributed data categorization
server system.

Inyet still another additional embodiment of the invention,
determining categories for a set of source data further
includes allocating additional pieces of source data to the
subsets using the distributed data categorization server sys-
tem, where the additional pieces of source data are sampled
without replacement from the set of source data not already
assigned to the subset.

Still another embodiment of the invention includes a dis-
tributed data categorization server system including a proces-
sor and a memory configured to store a data categorization
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application, wherein the data categorization application con-
figures the processor to obtain a set of source data, where a
piece of source data includes source data metadata describing
attributes of the piece of source data, determine a plurality of
subsets of the source data, where a subset of the source data
includes a plurality of pieces of source data in the set of source
data, generate a set of pairwise annotations for the pieces of
source data in each subset of source data, where a pairwise
annotation indicates when a first piece of source data in a pair
of pieces of source data in the subset of source data is similar
to a second piece of source data in the pair of pieces of source
data, cluster the set of source data into related subsets of
source data based on the sets of pairwise labels for each subset
of'source data, and identify a category for each related subset
of'source data based on the clusterings of source data and the
source data metadata for the pieces of source data in the group
of source data.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data categorization application further configures the proces-
sor to generate a taxonomy based on the identified categories
and the set of source data, where the taxonomy includes
relationships between the identified categories and the pieces
of source data in the set of source data.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention, a
category in the taxonomy includes one or more attributes of
the pieces of source data associated with the category in the
taxonomy.

Inyet still another additional embodiment of the invention,
the data categorization application further configures the pro-
cessor to iteratively identify sub-categories for at least one
identified category based on the pieces of source data associ-
ated with the identified category.

In yet another embodiment of the invention, the at least one
identified category is selected based on the attributes of the
pieces of source data associated with the identified category
and the identified sub-categories include at least one attribute
from a piece of source data associated with the sub-category
that is not present in the identified category.

In still another embodiment of the invention, the data cat-
egorization application further configures the processor to
generate instruction data, where the instruction data describes
the attributes of the pieces of the source data that should be
used in generating the set of pairwise annotations.

In yet still another embodiment of the invention, the
instruction data is generated based on the attributes of the
pieces of source data in the set of source data.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention,
generating a set of pairwise annotations for the pieces of
source data in each subset of source data using the distributed
data categorization server system is based on data character-
ization device metadata, where the data characterization
device metadata describes anticipated annotations based on
the pieces of source data.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data categorization application further configures the proces-
sor to cluster the set of source data into related subsets of
source data by generating a model including a set of points
representing the pieces of source data in a Euclidian space and
clustering the set of points within the Euclidian space based
on the set of pairwise annotations.

Inyet still another additional embodiment of the invention,
the data categorization application further configures the pro-
cessor to estimate the number of clusters within the Euclidian
space.

In yet another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data categorization application further configures the process
to determine a plurality of subsets by determining a subset

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

4

size, where the subset size is a measure of the number of
pieces of source data assigned to a subset and deterministi-
cally allocating the pieces of source data to the determined
subsets.

In still another additional embodiment of the invention, the
data categorization application further configures the proces-
sor to allocate additional pieces of source data to the subsets,
where the additional pieces of source data are sampled with-
out replacement from the set of source data not already
assigned to the subset.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 conceptually illustrates a distributed data categori-
zation system in accordance with an embodiment of the
invention.

FIG. 2 conceptually illustrates a data categorization device
in accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 3 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process for
the categorization of source data in accordance with an
embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 4 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process for
determining subsets of source data in accordance with an
embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 5 is a flow chart conceptually illustrating a process for
modeling worker behavior in the categorization of source
data in accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Turning now to the drawings, systems and methods for
distributed categorization of source data in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are illustrated. In a variety of
applications including, but not limited to, medical diagnosis,
surveillance verification, performing data de-duplication,
transcribing audio recordings, or researching data details, a
large variety of source data, such as image data, audio data,
and text data, can be generated and/or obtained. By catego-
rizing these pieces of source data, particular portions of the
source data can be identified for particular purposes and/or
additional analysis. Systems and methods for annotating
source data that can be utilized in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention are disclosed in U.S. patent application
Ser. No. 13/651,108, titled “Systems and Methods for Dis-
tributed Data Annotation” to Welinder et al. and filed Oct. 12,
2012, the entirety of which is hereby incorporated by refer-
ence. However, particularly in applications having a large
number of source data, determining what categories are
present in the source data can be difficult. It may not be
realistic to expect a single person or machine to look at all
images and determine categories for the set of source data, as
it may not be time and/or cost effective to have a single source
of categorizations. Likewise, a single person or machine may
not be able to identify every category present within the set of
source data. Additionally, individual sources of category
annotations, whether untrained sources or expert sources,
might not agree on the criteria used to define categories and
may not even agree on the number of categories that are
present within the set of source data.

Distributed data categorization server systems in accor-
dance with embodiments of the invention are configured to
determine subsets of a set of source data and distribute the
subsets of source data to a variety of data categorization
devices that are configured to identify clusters containing
similar source data within the subsets and annotate the pieces
of source data with the identified cluster information. Data
categorization devices include human annotators, machine-
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based categorization devices, and/or a combination of
machine and human categorization as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. The data categorization
devices are configured to cluster subsets of source data based
on a variety of categorization criteria, where the source data in
a cluster belong to the same category according to the catego-
rization criteria. In several embodiments, the clustering of
data is a human intelligence task where human annotators are
asked to pick pairs of source data that they consider to be most
similar from a set of examples of source data. As can readily
be appreciated, annotators can utilize any of a variety of
characteristics of the source data to define similarly. For
example, one annotator may cluster images of objects based
upon color and another annotator may cluster the same
images based on shape. The different characteristics utilized
during annotation are typically unknown to the distributed
data categorization and so analysis of the clusters reveals
different attributes of the source data and semantic informa-
tion concerning the manner in which the source data can be
categorized. Furthermore, aggregation of information across
a number of annotators can capture information concerning
different useful ways in which users may categorize source
data. In this way, source data can be annotated using in the
ways that are most meaningful to users instead of being
restricted to annotation in accordance with a predefined tax-
onomy. In a variety of embodiments, instruction data is pro-
vided along with the subsets of source data indicating the
attributes of the pieces of source data that should be analyzed
in the clustering of the pieces of source data. The distributed
data categorization server system is configured to receive the
different clusters of source data from a variety of data catego-
rization devices and identify categories within the set of
source data based on the annotations associated with the
source data. The categories can be defined using the attributes
of'the pieces of source data as appropriate to the requirements
of specific applications in accordance with embodiments of
the invention. In a variety of embodiments, the distributed
data categorization server system is configured to determine
metadata describing the characteristics of the data categori-
zation devices based on the received annotated pieces of
source data. This data categorization device metadata
describes the annotations received from the data categoriza-
tion device and can be utilized to anticipate annotations pro-
vided by the data categorization device, in the determination
of which data categorization devices to distribute subsets of
source data, and in the calculation of rewards (such as mon-
etary compensation) to allocate to particular data categoriza-
tion devices.

In many embodiments, the distributed data categorization
server system is configured to identify categories that may
contain additional sub-categories and distribute those source
data associated with an identified category for additional
clustering by the data categorization devices. In this way,
broad categories can be identified for a set of source data and
additional categories can be iteratively identified within the
source data. In a number of embodiments, the iterative cat-
egorization of source data is utilized to construct a taxonomy
(or any other structure representing entities and the relation-
ships between the entities) where the categories and sub-
categories describe the relationships between the pieces of
source data in the set of source data. As additional sub-
categories are iteratively identified within subsets of the set of
source data, additional relationships between the identified
categories, sub-categories, and pieces of source data are
incorporated into the taxonomy. Although specific tax-
onomy-based approaches for expressing the relationships
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between categories and source data with increased specificity
are discussed above, any of a variety of techniques can be
utilized to categorize source data including techniques that
involve a single pass or multiple passes by the same set of data
categorization devices or different sets of data categorization
devices as appropriate to the requirements of specific appli-
cations in accordance with embodiments of the invention.

Although the above is described with respect to distributed
data categorization server systems and data categorization
devices, the data categorization devices can be implemented
using the distributed data categorization server system as
appropriate to the requirements of specific applications in
accordance with embodiments of the invention. Systems and
methods for distributed categorization of source data in
accordance with embodiments of the invention are discussed
further below.

Distributed Data Categorization Systems

Distributed data categorization systems in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are configured to distribute
subsets of a set of source data to a variety of data categoriza-
tion devices and, based on the results obtained from the data
categorization devices, identity categories of source data
within the set of source data. A conceptual illustration of a
distributed data categorization system in accordance with an
embodiment of the invention is shown in FIG. 1. Distributed
data categorization system 100 includes distributed data cat-
egorization server system 110 connected to source data data-
base 120 and one or more data categorization devices 130 via
network 140. In many embodiments, distributed data catego-
rization server system 110 and/or source data database 120
are implemented using a single server. In a variety of embodi-
ments, distributed data categorization server system 110 and/
or source data database 120 are implemented using a plurality
of'servers. In many embodiments, data categorization devices
130 are implemented utilizing distributed data categorization
server system 110 and/or source data database 120. Network
140 can be one or more of a variety of networks, including,
but not limited to, wide-area networks, local area networks,
and/or the Internet as appropriate to the requirements of spe-
cific applications in accordance with embodiments of the
invention.

Distributed data categorization system 110 is configured to
obtain pieces of source data and store the pieces of source data
using source data database 120. Source data database 120 can
obtain source data from any of a variety of sources, including
content sources, customers, and any of a variety of providers
of source data as appropriate to the requirements of specific
applications in accordance with embodiments of the inven-
tion. In a variety of embodiments, source data database 120
includes one or more references (such as a uniform resource
locator) to source data that is stored in a distributed fashion.
Source data database 120 includes one or more sets of source
data to be categorized using distributed data categorization
server system 110. A set of source data includes one or more
pieces of source data including, but not limited to, image data,
audio data, signal data, and text data. In several embodiments,
one or more pieces of source data in source data database 120
includes source data metadata describing attributes of the
piece of source data. Distributed data categorization server
system 110 is further configured to generate subsets of source
data and distribute the subsets of source data to one or more
data categorization devices 130. Data categorization devices
130 transmit annotated source data to distributed data catego-
rization server system 110. Based on the annotated source
data, distributed data categorization server system 110 is
configured to identify categories describing the pieces of
source data. In many embodiments, distributed data catego-
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rization server system 110 is configured to determine the
characteristics of the data categorization devices 130 based
on the received annotations. The characteristics of data cat-
egorization devices 130 can be utilized by distributed data
categorization server system 110 to determine which data
categorization devices 130 will receive pieces of source data
and/or determine rewards (or other compensation) for anno-
tating pieces of source data. In a number of embodiments,
distributed data categorization server system 110 is config-
ured to identify categories of source data that may contain
additional sub-categories within the source data and (itera-
tively) distribute the identified categories of source data to
data categorization devices 130 to identify additional sub-
categories within the particular set of source data.

Data categorization devices 130 are configured to cluster
pieces of source data according to categorization criteria and
annotate the pieces of source data based on the clustering via
metadata associated with the pieces of source data. Data
categorization devices 130 include, but are not limited to,
human annotators, machine annotators, and emulations of
human annotators performed using machines. Human anno-
tators can constitute any human-generated annotators,
including users performing human intelligence tasks via a
service such as the Amazon Mechanical Turk service pro-
vided by Amazon.com, Inc. In the illustrated embodiment,
data categorization devices 130 are illustrated as personal
computers configured using appropriate software. In various
embodiments, data categorization devices can include (but
are not limited to) tablet computers, mobile phone handsets,
software running on distributed data categorization server
system 110, and/or any of a variety of network-connected
devices as appropriate to the requirements of specific appli-
cations in accordance with embodiments of the invention. In
several embodiments, data categorization devices 130 pro-
vide a user interface and an input device configured to allow
a user to view the pieces of source data received by the data
categorization device and provide annotations (such as clus-
tering pieces of source data based on similarity) for the pieces
of source data. In a number of embodiments, a plurality of
pieces of source data are presented to the user and the user is
asked to select similar pieces of source data, such as via
grouping pieces of source data and/or other selection tech-
niques as appropriate to the requirements of specific applica-
tions in accordance with embodiments of the invention. In
many embodiments, the user is asked to select the two most
similar pieces of source data within the presented source data
(e.g. the user selects pairs of pieces of source data based on
categorization criteria). In this way, by presenting different
sets of source data the user annotations can be utilized to
identify clusters of related pieces of source data based on the
pairwise relationships identified in the user annotations. In a
variety of embodiments, the annotations are performed using
distributed data categorization server system 110.

Distributed data categorization systems in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are described above with
respect to FIG. 1; however, any of a variety of distributed data
categorization systems can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. Systems and methods for dis-
tributed data categorization in accordance with embodiments
of the invention are described below.

Distributed Data Categorization Server Systems

Distributed data categorization server systems are config-
ured to assign pieces of source data from a set of source data
to data categorization devices, receive annotations identify-
ing clusters of source data within the set of source data from
the data categorization devices, and determine categories for
the pieces of source data based on the received annotations. A
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distributed data categorization server system in accordance
with an embodiment of the invention is conceptually illus-
trated in FIG. 2. Distributed data categorization server system
200 includes processor 210 in communication with memory
230. Distributed data categorization server system 200 also
includes network interface 220 configured to send and receive
data over a network connection. In a number of embodiments,
network interface 220 is in communication with the processor
210 and/or memory 230. In several embodiments, memory
230 is any form of storage configured to store a variety of data,
including, but not limited to, data categorization application
232, source data 234, source data metadata 236, and data
categorization device metadata 238. In many embodiments,
source data 234, source data metadata 236, and/or data cat-
egorization device metadata 238 are stored using an external
server system and received by distributed data categorization
server system 200 using network interface 220. External
server systems in accordance with a variety of embodiments
include, but are not limited to, database systems and other
distributed storage services as appropriate to the require-
ments of specific applications in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention.

Data categorization application 232 configures processor
210 to perform a distributed data categorization process for
set of source data 234. The distributed data categorization
process includes generating subsets of the set of source data
234 and transmitting the subsets of source data to one or more
data categorization devices. In a variety of embodiments, the
subsets of source data are transmitted via network interface
220. In many embodiments, the selection of data categoriza-
tion devices is based on data categorization device metadata
238. As described below, the data categorization devices are
configured to generate clusters of pieces of source data and
generate source data metadata 236 containing annotations
and/or other attributes for the pieces of source data based on
the generated clusters. Source data attributes can include, but
are not limited to, annotations provided for the piece of source
data, the source of the provided annotations, and/or one or
more categories identified as describing the piece of source
data. In a variety of embodiments, data categorization appli-
cation 232 configures processor 210 to perform the clustering
and annotation processes. The distributed data categorization
process further includes receiving the annotated pieces of
source data and identifying categories containing one or more
pieces of source data 234 based on the annotations and/or
other attributes in source data metadata 236. In a number of
embodiments, the distributed data categorization process also
includes identifying categories of source data that may con-
tain additional sub-categories and iteratively performing the
data categorization process on the identified categories to
generate the sub-categories of source data.

In a number of embodiments, data categorization applica-
tion 232 further configures processor 210 to generate and/or
update data categorization device metadata 238 describing
the characteristics of a data categorization device based on the
pieces of source data provided to the data categorization
device and/or the annotations generated by the data categori-
zation device. Data categorization device metadata 238 can
also be used to determine rewards and/or other compensation
awarded to a data categorization device for providing anno-
tations to one or more pieces of source data. Characteristics of
a data categorization device include pieces of source data
annotated by the data categorization device, the annotations
applied to the pieces of source data, previous rewards granted
to the data categorization device, the time spent annotating
pieces of source data, demographic information, the location
of the data categorization device, clustering criteria describ-
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ing how the data categorization device clusters pieces of
source data, and any other characteristic of the data categori-
zation device as appropriate to the requirements of specific
applications in accordance with embodiments of the inven-
tion.

Distributed data categorization server systems are
described above with respect to FIG. 2; however, a variety of
architectures, including those that store data or applications
on disk or some other form of storage and are loaded into the
memory at runtime can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. Processes for the distributed
categorization of source data in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention are discussed further below.
Distributed Data Categorization

The distributed categorization of source data involves the
annotation of a set of source data by a number of data catego-
rization devices. Using the annotations, categories describing
the pieces of source data can be determined. These categories
can be utilized to identify portions of the set of source data of
interest for further analysis and/or category refinement. A
process for distributed data categorization in accordance with
an embodiment of the invention is illustrated in FIG. 3. The
process 300 includes obtaining (310) a set of source data.
Subsets of source data are determined (312) and assigned
(314). Clusters within a subset of source data are generated
(316). Categories of source data are identified (318). In many
embodiments, if refinements to the categories are required
(320), additional subsets of source data are determined (312).

In many embodiments, the obtained (310) source data con-
tains one or more pieces of source data. The pieces of source
data can be, but are not limited to, image data, audio data,
video data, signal data, text data, or any other data appropriate
to the requirements of specific applications in accordance
with embodiments of the invention. The pieces of source data
can include source data metadata describing attributes of the
piece of source data. A variety of techniques can be utilized to
determine (312) subsets of the source data as appropriate to
the requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention, including determining over-
lapping subsets where every pair of pieces of source data
occur in at least one subset, random sampling, and iterative
sampling methods that adaptively choose maximally infor-
mative subsets. Additional processes for determining (312)
subsets of source data that can be utilized in accordance with
embodiments of the invention are described below. In a num-
ber of embodiments, determining (312) subsets of source data
further includes generating instruction data describing how
the source data should be clustered. The instruction data can
be pre-determined and/or determined based on the attributes
of the pieces of source data being provided. The determined
(312) subsets are assigned (314) to one or more data catego-
rization devices; a particular subset can be assigned to one or
more data categorization devices. In a number of embodi-
ments, a particular data categorization device can only pro-
vide one set of annotations for a particular subset of source
data; other embodiments allow multiple annotations for a
particular subset of source data by the same data categoriza-
tion device. In several embodiments, the subsets are assigned
(314) using data categorization device metadata describing
the capabilities of the data categorization devices. In several
embodiments, the capabilities of a data categorization are
determined based on the received instruction data. In a variety
of'embodiments, a compensation value is associated with the
assigned (314) subset; the compensation value can be pre-
determined and/or determined dynamically based on the
attributes of the source data, the instruction data, and/or the
capabilities of the data categorization device.
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Generating Subset Clusters

Subset clusters include one or more pieces of source data
within an assigned (314) subset. Generating (316) clusters of
source data includes associating pieces of source data based
on the attributes of the source data, where pieces of source
data in the same cluster have similar attributes. For example,
pieces of source data can be clustered based on size, color,
quantity, genre, location, or any other categorization criteria
as appropriate to the requirements of specific applications in
accordance with embodiments of the invention. The clusters
can be generated (316) according to the instruction data and/
or the capabilities of a data categorization device. In a variety
of embodiments, the pieces of source data are annotated
based on the differences between the generated (316) clus-
ters; e.g. the data categorization device provides metadata
describing the differences between the generated (316) clus-
ters than can be utilized in identifying (318) categories based
on the generated (316) clusters. In many embodiments, the
generated (316) clusters are utilized to annotate the pieces of
source data with binary pairwise labels for each pairing of
pieces of source data within the assigned (314) subset such
that each pair (a, b) of pieces of source data assigned (314) to
adata categorization devicej has alabel 1, wherel,, =1 if the
pieces of source data are in the same cluster and 1, =1 if the
pieces of source data are in different clusters. In a number of
embodiments, the annotations for the clusters of pieces of
source data utilize pairwise distance and/or three-way com-
parisons between the pieces of source data. Other label values
and labeling techniques can be utilized as appropriate to the
requirements of specific applications in accordance with
embodiments of the invention.

In several embodiments, the results of the generated (316)
clusters are represented as a set of

binary labels (e.g. the annotations applied to the pieces of
source data), where there are N total pieces of source data
(indexed by 1) and M pieces of source data in a determined
(312) subset of source data; H subsets are determined (312)
(indexed by h). In general, M<N, and in a number of embodi-
ments, M<<N. The subsets of source data are assigned (314)
to J data categorization devices (indexed by j). The annota-
tions received from all of the data categorization devices is the
set of binary variables £ (indexed by te{l, ..., T}), where

'

is the total number of labels and 1, is the t-th label in L.
Associated with 1, is a quadruple (a,bj h,) whereje{1,...,J}
indicates the data categorization device producing the label,
ae{l,...,N}andbe{l,..., N} indicate the two pieces of
source data compared by the label, and He{l, . . . , H}
indicates the subset and data categorization device combina-
tion that generated the label.
Identifying Categories

Once clusters of pieces of source data have been generated
(316) for the set of source data, categories can be identified
(318). In a variety of embodiments, the generated (316) clus-
ter information is received by a distributed data categoriza-
tion server system from a plurality of data categorization
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devices. Identifying (318) categories includes a number of
indivisible groups that describe the generated (316) cluster-
ings of pieces of source data across some or all of the subsets
of'source data. For example, suppose one data categorization
device clusters objects into tall objects and another of short
objects, while a second data categorization device clusters the
same objects into a cluster of red objects and another of blue
objects. Therefore, the identified (318) categories include tall

w

red objects, short red objects, tall blue objects, and short blue 0

objects.

In several embodiments, pieces of source data are repre-
sented as points in a Euclidian space and the data categoriza-
tion devices are modeled as pairwise binary classifiers. Iden-
tifying (318) clusters is performed by clustering the source
data points using a Dirichlet process mixture model, although
a variety of discrete distributions can be utilized as appropri-
ate to the requirements of specific applications in accordance
with embodiments of the invention. Given a D dimensional
vector X, with components [x,], that encode source data piece
i in the Buclidian space R Z. A pairwise binary classifier is
defined using the symmetric matrix WeR PP with entries
[W;]4,4, and bias TeR P The likelihood of a data categoriza-
tion device to generate (316) a particular clustering for
images a, and b, with label 1, is

1

W; =—
1 +exp(—LAy)

U | Xaps X, Wi, 75)

where

- w. .
A= Xg, W, Xp, + 7},

Within the Euclidian space, pairs of vectors with common
pairwise activity (or otherwise strongly correlated) over the
points in the Euclidian space are identified (318) as being in
the same category, while points that do not have common
pairwise activity (or are otherwise not strongly connected) are
identified (318) as being in different categories. The joint
distribution of the points within the Euclidian space describ-
ing the pairwise activity can be given as

p@, VvV, Z, X, W, 7, )=

oo

]_I (Vi | &)p(@ | mo, Po, Jo, T]o)]_I pzi | V)plxi | @)
i=1

k=1

J

T
]_[ povecptWit | o)p(e; | o] | pil | ey

t=1

Wi )

J=1

where the conditional distributions are defined as

p(Vii | @) = Beta(V; 1, @)

k=1
P =klv)y=v [ [a-v)

2)

%4

plx; 1 9,) = Normal(x;; Hzp»

plx; | o) = [ | Normal(xi1,5 0, o)
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-continued

plvecpiW,} | o) = ﬂ Normal([W;], . 0, %)
124

p(t; | og) = Normal(t; 0, o)

p( @ | mo, o, Jo, o) = Normal- Wishart(®y; mo, So. Jo, 10)

and where
(06",00",00™, 0, M0, B o:Mo)

are fixed hyper-parameters.

In a number of embodiments, the joint distribution is
inferred using a Variational Bayes method with a proxy dis-
tribution

g@, V., Z, X, W, 1) = ]_I pVi | @)p(Py | mo, Bo, Jo, 10)

k=K+1

K N S
]_I ‘I(Vk)q(q)k)ﬂ Q(Zi)Q(Xi)l_[ q(vecp{W,Dg(7 )
)

k=1 s

With parametric distributions

q(Vi) = Beta(Vy; & 15 &i2)

q(®;) = Normal- Wishart(my, By, Ji, mi)

gx) = [ | Normal(lxils (a1 [071)
d

g(7;) = Normal(7 j; /,c;, o'?)

q(zi = k) = gix

e =[] Nommal IW,1,,,, 71, - 17,

and variational parameters

{8kt

and

{MioBro M}

associated with the k-th mixture component. q(z,=k)=q,, is
the factorized assignment distribution for the i piece of
source data with mean 1,* and variance o," associated with the
point in Euclidian space. Similarly, i and 0, are the mean
and variance for data categorization device j and p* and o,
are the mean and variance for the data categorization devices’
bias t,. The variational parameters can be determined utiliz-
ing a variety of functions as appropriate to the requirements of
specific applications in accordance with embodiments of the
invention, including Jensen’s inequality. Using Jensen’s
inequality,
logp(L 106",00",00",& Mo,BoJoMo)2E, log p(D,VZ,
xwa L)+ H {g@rzx w0}

with entropy
H {g@yzxwo}
and Free Energy

o
E,logp@, 72X W, L)+ H {g@. vz xmm)
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The Free Energy can be approximated using a variety of
distributions, including the unnormalized Gaussian function

g(A,)eXp{ (ZrAt_At)/2+}"(At)(A12_A12) }Sp(zt‘xaf'xbf VV},’

2

where

g)=(1+e™)" and MA)=[V2-g(A))/(2A).

This results in the utility function

F =Elogp(®, V., Z, X, W, 1)+ H{g(®@, V. Z, X, W, D} +

L A 2 2
D logg(A) + S EgdAd = 5 + MANEAT) - AD)

describing the number of clusters of points in Euclidian space
and, thereby, the identified (318) categories of source data
based on the generated (316) subset clusters. Although a
specific set of distributions and utility functions have been
described above, a variety of distributions and utility func-
tions, such as Gaussian mixture models, exponential distri-
butions, Monte Carlo techniques, variational inference, and/
or other techniques that enforce a scale for a latent space such
that the points in space can be regularized and/or categorized
(e.g. clustered) can be utilized as appropriate to the require-
ments of specific applications in accordance with embodi-
ments of the invention.

In several embodiments, identifying (318) categories
within the generated (316) subset clusters by identifying the
boundaries between subset clusters. Identifying the bound-
aries between subset clusters includes observing the centroids
of the generated (316) subset clusters and then selecting
samples in the Euclidian space along the lines intersecting the
centroids of the subset clusters and determining sets of points
along (or near to) the line. Based on the similarity and/or
differences of the identified points, the edges and boundaries
of the subset clusters can be identified; the categories (318)
are then identified based on the boundaries of the subset
clusters. In a number of embodiments, the boundary determi-
nation is performed iteratively and refined as additional
points are added to the Euclidian space and additional subset
clusters and boundaries of subset clusters are identified. In
many embodiments, metadata is associated with the subset
clusters (and/or pieces of source data within the subset clus-
ters) indicating the properties used to place the particular
pieces of source data within a particular subset cluster is used
to identify (318) the categories. This metadata can be pro-
vided by a data categorization device and/or be determined
based on the similarities and/or differences between pieces of
source data within a subset cluster or between multiple subset
clusters.

Category Refinement

In a number of embodiments, once the categories have
been identified (318), finer categorical distinctions exist in the
pieces of source data associated with an identified (318) cat-
egory. When it is desirable to identity these finer categorical
distinctions, the categories can be refined (320). In many
embodiments, categories are refined (320) based on attributes
of the pieces of source data that are not described by the
identified (318) categories. In a variety of embodiments, cat-
egories are refined (320) based on the number of pieces of
data associated with an identified (318) category. In several
embodiments, one or more of the clusters are clearly defined
in Euclidean space, resulting in easily identified (318) cat-
egories. In other clusters, in particular larger clusters, it is
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likely that there are several clusters present. These clusters
within the larger cluster indicate the presence of sub-catego-
ries that can be refined (320) based on the initially identified
(318) cluster. In a variety of embodiments, metrics related to
the distribution of the samples around the centroid ofa cluster
are utilized to determine whether to attempt to further refine
(320) a cluster to identify the sub-categories within the origi-
nal cluster.

Although specific processes for the distributed categoriza-
tion of source data are discussed above with respect to FIG. 3,
any of a variety of processes, including those utilizing distri-
butions differing from those described above, can be per-
formed in accordance with embodiments of the invention.
Processes for determining subsets of source data for distribu-
tion to and the characterization of data categorization devices
in accordance with embodiments of the invention are dis-
cussed below.

Determining Subsets of Source Data

For a large set of source data, it may be impractical to
analyze the entire set of source data at once in order to deter-
mine categories describing the pieces of source data in the set.
By analyzing subsets of the set of source data, categories for
the pieces of source data can be determined based on catego-
ries determined for the subsets. However, the subsets of
source data need to be constructed carefully to ensure that
sufficient overlap exists between subsets so that the subsets
can be combined to determine categories for the whole while
ensuring that every piece of source data is categorized. A
process for determining subsets of source data for a set of
source data in accordance with an embodiment of the inven-
tion is conceptually illustrated in FIG. 4. The process 400
includes obtaining (410) a set of source data. A subset size is
determined (412) and source data is allocated (414) to the
subsets. The subsets are completed (416).

In many embodiments, the set of source data is obtained
(410) utilizing processes similar to those described above.
The subset size is determined (412) such that a subset is
smaller than the obtained (410) set. In a variety of embodi-
ments, the subset size is determined (412) based on the capa-
bilities of a data categorization device. The obtained (410)
source data is allocated (414) deterministically to the subsets
in a manner such that each piece of source data occurs in at
least one subset and the subsets have an overlap in the pieces
of source data allocated across all the subsets. In cases where
the determined (412) subset size exceeds the allocated (414)
pieces of source data, a subset is completed (416) by allocat-
ing additional pieces of source data within the set of source
data that have not already been allocated (414) to the subset.
In several embodiments, the completion (416) of a subset
includes sampling without replacement from the set of source
data.

By way of example, take set of N pieces of source data
distributed into subsets having M pieces of source data in
each subset. The N pieces of source data are allocated (414)
across the subsets such that each subset contains

pieces of source data. The subsets are completed (416) by
filling in the remaining
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pieces of source data for each subset by sampling without
replacement from the

pieces of source data that have not been allocated (414) to the
subset. If R data categorization devices annotate each subset
of source data, the total number of categorization tasks that
need to be completed by data categorization devices is

This results in

M
T =Rl — € O(RNVM)
)

binary labels being applied as annotations to the pieces of
source data.

Although a specific process for determining subsets ofa set
of source data is described above with respect to FIG. 4, a
variety of processes, including those that utilize alternative
sampling schemes, can be performed in accordance with
embodiments of the invention. Processes for modeling the
characteristics of data categorization devices in accordance
with embodiments of the invention are discussed below.
Modeling Data Categorization Devices

A variety of attributes of a piece of source data can be
utilized to cluster and categorize the piece of source data.
Different data categorization devices employ different cat-
egorization criteria in the clustering of source data assigned to
the data categorization device. These categorization criteria
can lead data categorization devices to perform better or
worse than other data categorization devices based on the
attributes of the source data being categorized. By modeling
the characteristics of the data categorization devices, source
data can be targeted towards particular data categorization
devices in order to improve the overall performance of the
data categorization process. A process for annotating pieces
of source data in accordance with an embodiment of the
invention is conceptually illustrated in FIG. 5. The process
500 includes obtaining (510) a subset of source data. The
source datais clustered (512) and annotated (514). Ina variety
of embodiments, characteristics of a data categorization
device are modeled (516).

In a variety of embodiments, the subset of source data is
obtained (510), clustered (512), and/or annotated (514) uti-
lizing processes similar to those described above. In several
embodiments, modeling (516) the characteristics of a data
categorization device j include determining a predicted con-
fusion matrix C, where

(Gl =EIp(I=11x 5, W,t,)p(x, 1D )P (X5 Dy ) -
b
and the predicted confusion matrix expresses the probability
that the data categorization device j will assign source data k;
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and k, in the obtained (510) subset of source data to the same cluster (512). For
the variational distributions ®(k,) and ®(k,), the expected values

E{(Dkl}:{mklx‘]kl/nkl}

and

E{@kz}:{mkz,sz/nkz}

results in the approximate confusion matrix

[éj]klkz =& (Aklkzj)exp{(mkllejwmkz+}JjI_Ak1k2j)/ 2}
that can be utilized in a variety of embodiments of the inven-
tion.

A specific process for annotating source data and modeling
the characteristics for a data categorization device is
described above with respect to FIG. 5; however, a variety of
processes, including those that utilize alternative clustering
techniques, can be utilized in accordance with embodiments
of the invention.

Although the present invention has been described in cer-
tain specific aspects, many additional modifications and
variations would be apparent to those skilled in the art. It is
therefore to be understood that the present invention can be
practiced otherwise than specifically described without
departing from the scope and spirit of the present invention.
Thus, embodiments of the present invention should be con-
sidered in all respects as illustrative and not restrictive.
Accordingly, the scope of the invention should be determined
not by the embodiments illustrated, but by the appended
claims and their equivalents.

What is claimed is:
1. A method for labeling a set of source data, comprising:
obtaining a set of source data using a distributed data
categorization server system comprising a processor and
a memory connected to the processor;
determining a plurality of subsets of the source data using
the distributed data categorization server system, where
asubset of the source data comprises a plurality of pieces
of source data in the set of source data;
providing the subsets of source data to at least one data
categorization device, wherein:
the data categorization device comprises a processor, a
memory, and annotator characteristic data describing
the data categorization device; and
the data categorization device:
obtains a subset of source data;
generates a set of pairwise annotations for the
obtained subset of source data, where a pairwise
annotation indicates when a first piece of source
data in the obtained source data is similar to a
second piece of source data in the obtained source
data based on the annotator characteristics; and
provides the pairwise annotations to the data catego-
rization server system;
obtaining sets of pairwise annotations for each subset of
source data using the data categorization server sys-
tem;
identifying a category for each subset of source data
based on the obtained pairwise annotations for the
subset of source data and the annotator characteristics
of the data categorization device assigned to the sub-
set of source data using the distributed data categori-
zation server system;
locating pieces of source data located in at least two of
the subsets of source data using the data categoriza-
tion server system;
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generating source data metadata describing attributes
for at least one of the located pieces of source data
based on the categories assigned to each of the subsets
of source data in which the located pieces of content
are contained using the data categorization server sys-
tem, where the source data metadata for a piece of
source data describes attributes of the piece of source
data; and

generating a taxonomy based on the identified catego-
ries and the set of source data using the distributed
data categorization server system, where the tax-
onomy comprises relationships between the identi-
fied categories and the pieces of source data in the set
of source data.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein a category in the tax-
onomy comprises one or more attributes of the pieces of
source data associated with the category in the taxonomy.

3. The method of claim 1, further comprising iteratively
identifying sub-categories for at least one identified category
based on the pieces of source data associated with the iden-
tified category using the distributed data categorization server
system.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein:

the at least one identified category is selected based on the

attributes ofthe pieces of source data associated with the
identified category; and

the identified sub-categories comprise at least one attribute

from a piece of source data associated with the sub-
category that is not present in the identified category.
5. The method of claim 1, further comprising generating
instruction data using the distributed data categorization
server system, where the instruction data describes the
attributes of the pieces of the source data that should be used
in generating the set of pairwise annotations.
6. The method of claim 5, wherein the instruction data is
generated based on the attributes of the pieces of source data
in the set of source data.
7. The method of claim 1, wherein the annotator charac-
teristic metadata describes anticipated annotations based on
the pieces of source data in the obtained subset of source data.
8. The method of claim 1, wherein clustering the set of
source data into related subsets of source data further com-
prises:
generating a model comprising a set of points representing
the pieces of source data in a Euclidian space using the
distributed data categorization server system; and

clustering the set of points within the Euclidian space
based on the set of pairwise annotations using the dis-
tributed data categorization server system.

9. The method of claim 8, further comprising estimating
the number of clusters within the Fuclidian space using the
distributed data categorization server system.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein determining a plurality
of subsets further comprises:

determining a subset size using the distributed data catego-

rization server system, where the subset size is a mea-
sure of the number of pieces of source data assigned to a
subset; and

deterministically allocating the pieces of source data to the

determined subsets using the distributed data categori-
zation server system.

11. The method of claim 10, further comprising allocating
additional pieces of source data to the subsets using the dis-
tributed data categorization server system, where the addi-
tional pieces of source data are sampled without replacement
from the set of source data not already assigned to the subset.
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12. A distributed data categorization server system, com-
prising:
a processor; and
a memory connected to the processor and storing a data
categorization application;
wherein the data categorization application directs the pro-
cessor to:
obtain a set of source data;
determine a plurality of subsets ofthe source data, where
a subset of the source data comprises a plurality of
pieces of source data in the set of source data;
provide the subsets of source data to at least one data
categorization device comprising a processor and a
memory connected to the processor, wherein the data
categorization device:
obtains a subset of source data;
generates a set of pairwise annotations for the
obtained source data, where a pairwise annotation
indicates when a first piece of source data in the
obtained source data in the subset of source data is
similar to a second piece of source data in the
obtained source data based on the annotator char-
acteristics; and
provides the pairwise annotations to the data catego-
rization server system;
obtain a set of pairwise annotation for each subset of
source data;
identify a category for each subset of source data based
on the obtained pairwise annotations for the subset of
source data and annotator characteristics of the data
categorization device assigned to the subset of source
data;
locate pieces of content contained in at least two of the
subsets of source data;
generate source data metadata describing attributes for
at least one of the located pieces of source data based
on the categories assigned to each of the subsets of
source data in which the located pieces of content are
contained using the data categorization server system,
where the source data metadata for a piece of source
data describes attributes of the piece of source data;
and
generate a taxonomy based on the identified categories
and the set of source data, where the taxonomy com-
prises relationships between the identified categories
and the pieces of source data in the set of source data.
13. The system of claim 12, wherein a category in the
taxonomy comprises one or more attributes of the pieces of
source data associated with the category in the taxonomy.
14. The system of claim 12, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processorto iteratively identify
sub-categories for at least one identified category based on the
pieces of source data associated with the identified category.
15. The system of claim 14, wherein:
the at least one identified category is selected based on the
attributes of the pieces of source data associated with the
identified category; and
the identified sub-categories comprise at least one attribute
from a piece of source data associated with the sub-
category that is not present in the identified category.
16. The system of claim 12, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processor to generate instruc-
tion data, where the instruction data describes the attributes of
the pieces of the source data that should be used in generating
the set of pairwise annotations.
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17. The system of claim 16, wherein the instruction data is
generated based on the attributes of the pieces of source data
in the set of source data.

18. The system of claim 12, wherein the annotator charac-
teristic metadata describes anticipated annotations based on
the pieces of source data in the obtained subset of source data.

19. The system of claim 12, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processor to cluster the set of
source data into related subsets of source data by:

generating a model comprising a set of points representing

the pieces of source data in a Fuclidian space; and
clustering the set of points within the Euclidian space
based on the set of pairwise annotations.

20. The system of claim 19, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processor to estimate the num-
ber of clusters within the Euclidian space.

21.The system of claim 12, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processor to determine a plu-
rality of subsets by:

determining a subset size, where the subset size is a mea-

sure of the number of pieces of source data assigned to a
subset; and

deterministically allocating the pieces of source data to the

determined subsets.

22.The system of claim 21, wherein the data categorization
application further directs the processor to allocate additional
pieces of source data to the subsets, where the additional
pieces of source data are sampled without replacement from
the set of source data not already assigned to the subset.
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